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Abstract 
Learning processes in architecture have always been a complex and difficult 
research field; the specific qualities of architectural education from childhood to 
adulthood are far from to be really known. 
We will present some studies, some coming from works with children in primary 
school and some from the university level in the school of architecture in 
Barcelona. We will analyze with some examples how the dialogical dimensions of 
the knowledge of architects can be developed, underdeveloped and even 
destroyed in education.  
Some conclusions will intend to uncover how to bridge the gap between practice 
and theory in architectural education, and then we can immediately understand 
that this gap has been produced by the wrong assumption that learning and design 
architectural processes can develop out of their social and cultural-geographic 
circumstances, in an abstract and apolitical place, where the relationships between 
experience and reflection can never exist. 
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1. The Kernel of Architectural Learning 
 
The accelerated development of research in natural, social or cognitive sciences confirms today 
the truth of these pre-scientific hypotheses. Hundreds of books and works have uncovered, step 
by step, the specific knowledge of that “architectonic wisdom”, throughout different disciplinary 
views. Some of these views are the following: 
A) The negative and interactive relationship between the environment and the living 
organisms uncovered by Jean Piaget and others. (Piaget, 1980) 
B) The heterochronic third developmental power of life, besides the genetic heritage and 
the survival of species defined by McNamara (McKinney & McNamara, 1991) and 
Langer (Langer, Rivera, Schlesinger, & Wakeley, 2003) and all the ecological essential 
environmental studies from the last fifty years. 
C) The dialogical and chronotopic nature of the human culture and human communication 
(Bakhtin, The Dialogic Imagination. Four Essays by M.M. Bakhtin, 1981; Hutchins, 
2006; Sisto, 2015) 
D) The psychosocial historical origin of geometry stated by E. Husserl and uncovered by 
Derrida (Husserl, 1962). 
E) The configurative human structure of cities according to Bill Hillier (1996; 2014). 
F) The hermeneutic and phenomenological role of architects analyzed by Paul Ricoeur, 
and others (Ricoeur, 1985; 1986; Kaufmann, 1995; Giedion, 1975) partially developed 
today by Pallasma and S. Holl (Pallasmaa, Holl, & Puente, 2006; Robinson & 
Pallasmaa, 2015; Pallasmaa, Mallgrave, Robinson, & Gallese, 2015). 
G) The linguistic dimensions of space defined by Ch. Alexander, B. Hillier and D. Seamon 
by looking to a set of intersubjective spatial and temporal rules (Alexander, Ishikawa, & 
Silverstein, 1977; Hillier & Hanson, 1984; Seamon, 2008). 
H) The mathematical and logical models related with the first cognitive stages of children 
minds (Piaget, Henriques, & Ascher, 2013; Zimmermann & Hofkirchner, 2009). 
I) The intersubjective constitutive component of the human distributive spatial-
anthropological knowledge by E. T. Hall (1959; 1966), E. Hutchins (2006) and others, 
(Gärdenfors, 2007), (Rapoport, 2008), Gallagher (De Jaeger, Di Paolo, & Gallagher, 
2010), etc. 
J) The intersubjective meaning of architecture as art analyzed, among others by the 
members of the Wanburg Institute, as L. Ettlinguer or E. Gombrich, and by S. Kostof, S. 
Giedion, M. Saura, etc. 
K) Finally the huge work by my friend Lewis Mumford and all his friends like Bruno Zevi, in 
urban planning, who followed the traces of Patrick Geddes that today have been 
developed by Alberto Magnaghi(Magnaghi, 2011) and followers: Marcelo Zárate, 
Raffaele Paloscia, Maurizio Carta, etc. 
Diagram I shows the kernel of the architectural knowledge in order to perform a good design as 
a synthesis of all these previous research works. Two combined pair of conditions, the two axes 
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with reflexion through geometric abstractions arrive to good design and in lower grades, either 
the experience or the abstractions are poorly related, and do not fit each other. 
At the end of the studies the final design presented in Mallorca by student Arabella García, it is 
easy to grasp the control of different representations by hand and by computer, and the 
increased power of the design thanks to this polyphonic integration of interactive architectural 
knowledge between the old and the new, the natural and the technical, always in a living spatial 






Figure 1. This is the best student in the group; take into account that is the first course of architectural design. He 
combines abstract geometrical spatial thought with a growing experience about living architectural forms. He never 
forgets this link, so the real construction of the design is present in the geometrical forms. Models help in the process 
and artistic references shows that the synthesis between experience and abstraction is there. 
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 Figure 2. This was a good student; however the extreme need for abstract representation, too soon, decreases her 
manual qualities. The student cannot control the real qualities of architecture, because she is looking for a better 
abstraction, but she cannot succeed. And the computer instead to help her pushes her to a less significant design. 
Probably, with more manual representation the design would be better in her case. 
 
 
Figure 3. One of the worst students in the group, she is poor both in experience and in abstraction, but she is bad in the 
link between both. Reason for this performance in her case should be looked for in the horizontal axis of diagram III She 
is a student with little interaction with the rest of students. The psycho-social poor interaction is often the origin of a lack 
of link between experience and abstraction, because probably in that case, this link does not follow the social and 
cultural rules of the group as a social group. The relationships with the children examples in diagrams III and IV are at 
this point very relevant. 
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Figure 4. One of the best Final Designs in the last years, this student combined reality a representation in a beautiful 
and technological manner. The castle of Santueri in Mallorca, today without function, could really be a very special 
touristic place, with this design. The qualities of the place are kept and the new building follows technic codes and social 
needs for this kind of expensive touristic locations. Nothing is arbitrary or abstract utopia, real experience is always 
there, physical and social qualities of architecture never are independent each other, but articulated. 
 
4. Final Conclusions 
In all the cases presented here, diagram I works as a generative method for architectural 
teaching and learning. No genetic conditions, and no a-priori rules, can be effective at this point. 
The interactions described in the diagram I can fail for a lot of different reasons and we have 
analysed some of them in the previous chapter. Each student is a specific case of more or less 
failure and more or less successful interaction, and the role of the professor is just to increase 
success and decrease failure, however it is the student itself who should take responsibility for 
his or her design actions. 
For this reasons, the choreographic concept is very strong, as the recent work by professors 
Rainer Zimmermann from Berlin (Zimmermann,  2015) and professor Alva Noe (Noë,  2015) 
from Berkeley uncover. 
The basic idea by Aristotle that in order to teach architecture it is not enough to be able to do 
good design, because it is necessary to know why that design is good in order to communicate 
knowledge, is confirmed at this point, since the crossing point between the two axis of diagram I 
it is not simply a matter of practice but a matter of theory too. However, practice can never be 
substituted by theories of any kind; it is the interaction between them that generates knowledge. 
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Finally, this analysis of architectural design teaching and learning, points to equilibrium in the 
profession of the architect between practice and theory. Today architectural research is 
considered less important than architectural design practices, and, in a long term, this 
disequilibrium can decrease the power of the profession. (Muntañola, 2016) 
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